Euroregions are an important and quite popular mechanism of cross-border cooperation. The character of institutional development differs principally between three groups of states that use this mechanism: old members of the European Union; new members of the European Union (entered the EU after 2003); and CIS members.
Introduction

Euroregions represent a group of regions and municipal units of European
Union member states and/or neighboring states that entered mutual cooperation agreements. The development of Euroregions began at the end of the 1950s [Perkman, 2003] , however, at the trans-European legislative level their development was adopted by the European Union Madrid Treaty on cross-border cooperation in 1980. This treaty covers the two purposes of Euroregions build-up: first, stimulating cooperation between communities and local governments; second, assistance in steady social and economic development of border regions. Euroregions are also considered an instrument to improve trade and investment relations, small and medium enterprise development, employment incentives [Kuznetsov, 2008] , interaction between countries and the resolution of regional cross-border problems [Degtyarev et al., 2011] .
Analyses of Euroregions development in
Euroregions function through flexible network structures, i.e. cooperation platforms, including regional and local administration, non-commercial and business areas, and scientific and education organizations. Participants in these structures specify that Euroregions provide effective mediation, contribute to interstate projects initiation, create mechanisms for measures introduction, and define problems of regional cross-border cooperation [Lepik, 2009] .
Many works of the authors specified above, directly or by implication, provide characteristics of development of administrative, civil and other institutions, considered prerequisites or restrictions to Euroregion development. 4 The comparative study of Euroregions in different institutional environments seems to be a current issue both for science and practice.
Methodology
The character of institutional development (primarily, institutions of administration, self-administration and civil society) differs between the three groups of states: old members of the European Union, new members of the European Union (entered the EU after 2003) and members of CIS. This research considered a representative of each group as a case study [Leonard-Barton, 1990 ].
With capacities specific for the type of Euroregions, and with reference to other types of Euroregions, the following representatives were defined:
 within the borders of the EU -Euroregions Oresund;
 on the border of the EU and CIS members -Euroregion Pskov-Livonia;
 within the borders of the CIS members -Euroregion Dnieper.
To make this comparative analysis more concrete and structured we will focus on the following aspects of Euroregions:
1)
Age and the history of their formation;
2) Compliance with the four basic principles of Euroregions development from the AERB, 1999;
3) The preconditions for cross-border cooperation;
4)
The main areas of business determined before, and the preconditions for their development.
The main research technique is based on the method of comprehensive direct interviews with the main stakeholders of the three Euroregions chosen. In this case, priority of the qualitative sociology method is determined with lack of quantitative statistic data, andwith complexity of the regionalization processes objective quantitative assessment [Shah and Corle, 2006; Yarovoy, 2007] .
Our poll covered more than 50 representatives of organizations and stakeholders of cross-border regionalization from the three Euroregions analyzed:
small and medium enterprises, schools, colleges, universities and research centers,
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regional and municipal administrations and local governments, local mass media, nonprofit organizations and non-governmental organizations, libraries, local history museums and cultural centers. See Table 1 and Table 2 
Short characteristics of the cases
The principal parameters of key Euroregions are shown in Table 3 . 
Pskov-Livonia. The implementation of the subsidiarity principle is limited by
Russian and Belarusian vertical power structures and centralization principles.
Dnieper. The implementation of the subsidiarity principle is limited by
Partnership principle
Oresund. From the point of view of equality (principle of partnership), regarding certain direct or implied features, the Danish party is de-facto a stronger partner. This is by virtue of the fact that Copenhagen is the capital of Denmark and is informally considered the center of the Oresund Euroregion. At the same time, the Danish party is more densely populated and has the higher index of gross regional product (GRP). Probably, such asymmetry has defined certain dissociation in the development of the Danish and Swedish parties.
Pskov-Livonia. The implementation of the partnership principle is limited by the subordinate position of Russian contractors within the scope of joint projects with the neighbors and at the expense of the European Union (Russian partners may act only as associated members, which presumes restrictions both to take and finance the projects.).
Dnieper. The Dnieper Euroregion's compliance with the four basic principles specified above demonstrates the their full correspondence with the principles of voluntary participation and partnership.
Solidarity principle
Oresund. Taking into consideration the principle of solidarity (the search for a common ground), it should be mentioned that one of the compromise factors includes the solidarity in interests -the social and economic development of
Oresund as the single center. In this regard, the European Commission, being the financial sponsor, assisted and continues to assist in their search for a common platform for development.
Pskov-Livonia. The implementation of the solidarity principle is limited by the unfavorable environment for relations between Russia and the Baltic states.
Dnieper. The implementation of the solidarity principle was limited until 2010 by the unfavorable environment for the relations between Russia and
Ukraine. It has recently become unstable.
The preconditions for cross-border cooperation in Euroregions
The budget opportunities and the financial schemes of Euroregions
Oresund. The participation of the European Union has played, and continues to play, a particular role in development of the Oresund Euroregion. In particular, area. The urbanization rate in the neighborhood area is less than the regional average rate because of the urban population concentration in the central and eastern parts of Bryansk region. The Gomel region has the same urbanization rate (70.8%), but the opposite situation in territory structure: Gomel, the main urban area in the region, is very close (30 km) to both the Russian and Ukrainian border.
The urbanization rate in Chernigov region (63.4%) is much less than in Bryansk and Gomel regions, but the territory structure is close to the Gomel case:
Chernigov is rather close to both Belarusian and Russian borders (60-70 km). This is a rather complicated issue because the financially most powerful stakeholder (Russian region) has the weakest territory and urban preconditions for cooperation. Belarus -for example, the festival, "On the Boyan's land".
Educational cooperation
Oresund. The scientific and educational partnership of the "Oresund Science
Region" has become an important factor of the Euroregion growth. It was defined, inter alia, by the research intensity and innovative capacity of the Euroregion:
availability of a large number of developed universities, research establishments and innovative companies. Activity of the "Oresund Science Region" is based on the creation of the network structures according to the "triple helix" model. This includes governmental structures, business, scientific and educational institutions.
This contributes researching and development of regional processes in Oresund; strategic cooperation with administrations, companies and universities; branding and marketing of the region, fund raising, and innovative growth and commercialization of technologies. and Sumi led to some trouble with product supply for business.
Cooperative measures for environmental protection
Oresund. The research results allowed to propose the periodization of the organizations. It was hard to get those funds before 2012 when the Russia-EU conclusion was refreshed.
Dnieper. A portion of the projects implemented relate to tourism, ecology and environmental sustainable development, typical for the Euroregions of all groups.
These project are small and local.
Cooperation of regional authorities and local governments
Oresund. A set of problems appears while defining the aims of the EU Euroregions. In particular, the following issues are determined for Oresund: the The results of this analysis are presented in Table 4 (for the convenience of comparison of the Euroregions between each other, the table structure differs from the traditional structure of SWOT-analysis results). 
